Los Angeles County

Children’s Planning Council
Improving Children’s Lives

July 15, 2003

Honorable Board of Supervisors

County of Los Angeles

383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Supervisors:

REQUEST TO ADOPT THE CHILDREN’S PLANNING COUNCIL’S
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE TRACKING AND MEASUREMENT OF THE CORE
SET OF SCHOOL READINESS INDICATORS

| (3 Votes)

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE BOARD:

1 Adopt the Framework for Tracking and Measurement of the Core Set of School
Readiness Indicators (Framework) that includes Countywide Goals, a core set of
school readiness Progress Indicators and a High Priority Research Agenda, as
shown in Attachment A of this report.

2 Instruct the New Directions Task Force Department and Agency Heads to identify
current programs that affect the Countywide Goals, as a priority, for inclusion in the
2004-05 Children and Families Budget Addendum, develop performance measures
for those programs, and identify data sources related to the High Priority Research

Agenda.
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3. Request that First 5 LA, in consultation with the Children’s Planning Council (CPC),
and other key partners from the School Readiness Indicator Workgroup, initiate work
on the High Priority Research Agenda.

4 Direct that CPC, in partnership with First 5 LA and other key partners from the
School Readiness Indicator Workgroup, implement the plan for building countywide
consensus around the Framework.

5. Instruct the CPC and the Chief Administrative Office to report back to the Board
every six months, for the next eighteen months, regarding progress in achieving
these recommendations.
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PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

On November 12, 2002, your Board requested that the CPC, in partnership with First 5
LA, lead a School Readiness Indicator Workgroup (Workgroup) to define a core set of
school readiness indicators. You asked that the Workgroup develop indicators that
recognize that school ‘“readiness” is a multifaceted concept that includes schools,
families, and communities being ready to do their part, incorporates the county's five
outcomes of child well-being, and reflects the diverse population of the region.

Your Board also directed that the Workgroup develop a plan for building consensus
around the core set of school readiness indicators among key stakeholders.

School Readiness Indicator Workgroup

On January 28, 2003, the CPC and First 5 LA convened the Workgroup and a Technical
Advisory Committee to provide input and technical assistance. Attachment B shows the
composition of these two groups, which included participants specifically named by the
Board plus key stakeholders from the fields of education, research, child care, and child
and family advocacy, and community representatives.

The Workgroup was informed by research on school readiness, local and national
efforts to develop and use indicators, the expertise of its members, and the CPC and
First 5 LA’s experience in indicator development and their uses and limitations.

Framework For Tracking Supports that Help Children Enter School Ready to Learn

The Workgroup is recommending a Framework that lays essential groundwork for
tracking the “readiness” of schools, families, and communities to assure that every child
in Los Angeles County has the best possible preparation for school and for life. The
Framework reflects the belief that it is more important to focus on the collaborative
efforts of adults to care for, teach, and encourage children, within the diverse
communities of Los Angeles, than it is to assess and measure the “accomplishments” of
infants, toddlers, and preschoolers. Children will be ready and eager to learn if adults
set the stage for early learning by working together to assure that every community
supports the diverse array of families who live there and that every school is ready to
meet the needs of the children who will walk through its doors.

This strategic policy Framework:

o Sets Countywide Goals that affirm both the County’s five outcomes for children
and family well-being (good health, economic well-being, safety and survival,
social and emotional well-being, and education/workforce readiness) and the
National Education Goals Panel definition of readiness (children ready for school,
schools ready for children, families and communities ready to do their parts).
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o ldentifies Progress Indicators to track school readiness for children age 5 and
under that are concise, practical, strategic, and measurable, and for which data
are currently available countywide and by Service Planning Area (SPA).

o Creates a High Priority Research Agenda that tackles the limitations of available
data and establishes a process that, over time, can expand, evolve, and deepen
our understanding of what it takes to prepare children for school.

Consensus-Building Plan

The CPC, First 5 LA, and Workgroup members are committed to working together to
build countywide consensus around the indicators to galvanize action to ensure that
children are provided the services and supports they need to begin school ready to
learn. The following highlights a number of activities to achieve this goal.

The CPC, through its work with County departments, nonprofit agencies, private
institutions, and community-based organization, encourages other organizations and
sectors across Los Angeles County to align their work to reflect a meaningful
commitment to the five outcomes for children and families. As part of this mission, CPC
will incorporate a commitment to the countywide indicators of school readiness.

The SPA and American Indian Children’s (AIC) Councils have adopted a particular
focus on school readiness and school success that demonstrates the power of joint,
coordinated action and is providing a vehicle for First 5 LA to engage communities
around the subject of school readiness. The SPA and AIC Councils will use the
Framework to better understand factors that affect school readiness in their
communities and target their efforts to ensure the greatest impact on school readiness
countywide.

The First 5 LA Commission ratified the Framework in June 2003, and agreed to
incorporate it into its Strategic Plan. Each of the major committees of First 5 LA was
asked to make recommendations on the implementation of the Framework into key
processes (which include the School Readiness High Priority Research Agenda), work
with their grantees, and develop media activities to garner support for school readiness.

The Los Angeles City Commission for Children, Youth and Their Families will
identify the City-sponsored programs that could or do play key roles in school readiness
or early learning as part of its children's budget process for 2003-04, and include
recommendations to the Mayor and City Council about the City’s role in promoting
school readiness. It will also consider the Framework and Progress Indicators as part of
its review of the City's existing Child Care policy.

The Los Angeles County Office of Education (LACOE) will use the Progress
Indicators in selecting the essential elements for their School Readiness Action Plan
and develop an internal plan to organize school readiness efforts that encourage
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collaboration and communication across LACOE divisions. It will also work with its Head
Start Division on a number of areas related to achieving the Countywide Goals.

In April 2003, the Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) adopted a motion in
support of the county’s five outcomes of child well-being and has committed to track the
conditions of children and plan services based on relevant and available data. The Early
Childhood Education Division will pursue an LAUSD Board Motion to support and adopt
the school readiness Progress Indicators. It will also meet with early education
administrators regarding the school readiness Progress Indicators and—through the
Parent Leadership Institute—engage parents in discussions and strategy planning
relevant to the Progress Indicators. The Research and Evaluation Division will use the
Framework to inform the development of research designs and evaluation for children
age 5 and under.

The Los Angeles County Policy Roundtable for Child Care will incorporate the
school readiness Progress Indicators—patrticularly those related to Countywide Goal |,
which states, “Families have access to quality child care.”— into its ongoing work. In
fulfilling its deliverables, the Roundtable will promote the Progress Indicators and
contribute, where possible, to the High Priority Research Agenda. The goals of the Los
Angeles County Child Care Planning Committee Ten-Year Strategic Plan for Child

Development are aligned with Countywide Goal |.

A description of the specific activities that will be undertaken in the consensus-building
plan is in Attachment C of this report.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

These recommendations contribute to the achievement of the County Strategic Plan
Goal 5: Children and Families Well Being.

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING

None.

FACTS AND PROVISIONAL REQUIREMENTS

None.

IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES

The implementation of these recommendations can enhance current services by
contributing to a more comprehensive understanding of what it takes to prepare children
to enter school ready to learn and succeed, and thus underscores the vital role that
County programs play in helping to prepare children for school. Using a common
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Framework can help to focus and coordinate the efforts of a diverse array of County and
community stakeholders who provide service and supports to families. The data that
County agencies gather about the progress indicators will make an invaluable
contribution to tracking our collective progress in improving the education readiness of
our children.

The Children’s Planning Council and First 5 LA express their appreciation to the Board
for the opportunity to convene the School Readiness Indicator Workgroup on its behalf
and develop these recommendations. We acknowledge the Workgroup members for
their commitment and dedication. Their focused, thoughtful effort reflect the kind of
collaborative work that is essential to improving the well-being of children and families in
Los Angeles County.

Respectfully submitted,
X

| )/
i A i

\Pon Knabe, Chair
Los Angeles County Children’s Planning Council

Attachments (3)

C Chief Administrative Office
New Directions Task Force
First 5 LA
School Readiness Indicator Workgroup



Framework for Tracking and Measurement of the Core Set of School Readiness Indicators Attachment A

Children's Planning Council & First 5 LA

Framework for Tracking and Measurement Core Set of School Readiness Indicators

Introduction

The Workgroup was convened by the Children’s Planning Council and First 5 LA to develop a concise, practical, and
strategic list of measurable indicators for which data are currently available countywide and by SPA to track school
readiness for children ages 0-5. The group began by affirming both the National Education Goals Panel definition of
readiness (children ready for school, schools ready for children, families and communities ready to do their parts) and the
County's set of five outcome areas desired for all children (Good Health, Economic Well-Being, Safety and Survival,
Social and Emotional Well-Being, and Education/Workforce Readiness). Recognizing the limitations of available data, and
the need for a process that can evolve, expand, and deepen over time, the Workgroup adopted a format that includes
countywide goals (conditions needed so that young children are ready and eager to learn), progress indicators (available

data), and a short-term research agenda (information urgently needed to clarify the context and conditions of early
learning).

The Workgroup believes that, taken together, this matrix lays essential groundwork for tracking the “readiness” of schools,
families, and communities to assure that every child in Los Angeles County has the best possible preparation for school
and for life. The matrix reflects our belief that it is more important to focus on the collaborative efforts of adults to care for,
teach, and encourage children, in the diverse communities of Los Angeles, than it is to assess and measure the
“accomplishments” of infants, toddlers, and preschoolers. Our children will be ready and eager to learn if adults set the
stage for early learning by working together to assure that every community supports the diverse array of families who live
there and that every school is ready to meet the needs of the children who will walk through its doors.
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Countywide Goals Progress Indicators* High Priority Research Agenda
A. Children are born with healthy birth 1. Newborns with low, normal and Research on the effects of nutrition,
weights. - above-normal birth weights, by stress, infection, smoking, and social
geography and race. (DHS) support during pregnancy.
GOOD HEALTH
B. Children receive preventive health 2. Children, 5 and under, whose Research on young children receiving
care. parents report that they have a needed developmental, behavioral,
regular source of health care. and mental health care.
(LACHS)

Research on young children receiving

GOOD HEALTH | haeded dental health care.

3. Children, 5 and under, who have
asthma (who were ever diagnosed
and still have asthma). (LACHS)

GOOD HEALTH

Research on access to care and
service utilization patterns.

4. Children, 5 and under, who have
health insurance. (LACHS, CHIS)

GOOD HEALTH
C. Children are free from abuse and 5. Child abuse and neglect reports to | Research on the prevalence of child
neglect and thrive in permanent DCFS that result in emergency abuse and neglect.
: response services for children 5
e andpunder. (DCFS) Research on the effectiveness of child

welfare system response and services.
SAFETY AND SURVIVAL

Research on the impact of
permanence on the well-being of
young children.
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Countywide Goals

Progress Indicators*

D. Families ensure that children are
safe from unintentional injuries.

E. Communities offer safe places for
children to live and play.

6. Children, ages 1-17, whose parents
say that they can easily get to a
park, playground, or other safe
place to play. (LACHS)

SAFETY AND SURVIVAL

High Priority Research Agenda

Research on unintentional injuries to
children 5 and under.

Research on access to green space,
parks, and community-based
recreational activities.

Research on pedestrian accidents
involving preschool and school-age
children.

Research on environmental health
concerns (air quality, lead exposure,
etc.)

F. Families have adequate food.

7. Households, below 300% of the
Federal Poverty Level, that are
“food insecure”—have inadequate
resources for food, to the extent
that they run out of food or reduce
the quality or quantity of the food
they eat and buy. (LACHS)

ECONOMIC WELL-BEING

Research on early feeding programs
and practices, including breast-
feeding.

Research on healthy weight gain and
obesity in young children.

G. Families have adequate financial
resources.

8. Children, 5 and under, living in
families with incomes below 200%
of Federal Poverty Level. (Census)

ECONOMIC WELL-BEING

Research on family levels of economic
self-sufficiency.

Research on families’ savings.
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Framework for Tracking and Measurement of the Core Set of School Readiness Indicators Attachment A (contd)

Countywide Goals Progress Indicators*

" H. Communities offer affordable
housing for families.

9. Children, 5 and under, whose
parents say it is easy to find

I. Families have supportive networks
and are able to find information and

High Priority Research Agenda

Research on access to and availability
| of affordable, high-quality housing,
| including the impact on neighborhood

stability/mobility for families.

Research on families’ ability to find
information and assistance.

assistance. someone to talk to when they need i B
advice about raising their child. Research on the availability of =
(LACHS) |nformat|on and resources that families
need in local communities.
SOCIAL AND EMOTIONAL WELL-BEING
Research on families living in
communities with active “story-telling
networks” (communities where families
can get information on resources
through neighbors, community
organizations, and local media).
J. Families have access to quality 10. Parents, who report that it is “very” | Research on the access, affordability,

or “somewhat” difficult to find the

child care fhey need on a regular

- VG T vou v 1Tyuici

basis. (LACHS)
SOCIAL AND EMOTIONAL WELL-BEING

child care.

11. Licensed child care spaces as a
proportion of the corresponding
population. (LACOCC)

SOCIAL AND EMOTIONAL WELL-BEING

and quality of family child care, child
care centers, and preschool programs.
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Framework for Tracking and Measurement of the Core Set of School Readiness Indicators Attachment A (contd)

Countywide Goals

Progress Indicators*

High Priority Research Agenda

K. Communities encourage
educational attainment for families.

12. Infants born annually to women age
21 and older who have at least 12
years of education. (DHS)

ECONOMIC WELL-BEING
13. Infants born annually to men age

21 and older who have at least 12
years of education. (DHS)

ECONOMIC WELL-BEING

Research on ways that communities
can promote education and training
opportunities.

L. Families and caregivers interact
with children in ways that promote
cognitive, linguistic, social-
emotional, and physical
development.

. Schools and child care programs
promote an environment that is
conducive to learning.

14. Children, 5 and under, who are
read to daily by a family member.
(LACHS)

EDUCATION/WORKFORCE READINESS

Research on measures used by
families and caregivers to assess
multiple domains of child development,
including the impact of culture and
language.

Research on the impact of verbal
interactions with young children
through telling stories or word games.

Research on learning environments in
child care programs and elementary
schools including the effects of design
and maintenance of space and the
qualifications of staff.
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Countywide Goals Progress Indicators* High Priority Research Agenda
N. Schools, families, and caregivers Research on families’ perception of
work together to ensure a positive ' "welcomeness” at school (i.e., parents
transition to K-6 education. are able to actively participate in

school decision-making; school staff
speak language of the family; the
school recognizes and respects
diverse cultures and family structures,
and children’s special needs; etc.).

Research on transition from child care
to kindergarten.

Research on schools’ capacity and
competence to engage families from
diverse cultural and linguistic

backgrounds.
0. Communities support families and | 15. Children, 3 and 4 years old, who | Research on early diagnosis,
children with special needs. have selected disabilities and are treatment, and availability of services
enrolled in special education for children with developmental
programs. (CDE) disabilities and delays.

EDUCATION/WORKFORCE READINESS

* Based on data currently available countywide from the following sources:
DHS—Los Angeles County Department of Health Services
LACHS—Los Angeles County Health Survey, Los Angeles County Department of Health Services
CHIS—California Health Interview Survey, UCLA Center for Health Policy Research
LACOCC—Los Angeles County Office of Child Care
CDE—State of California Department of Education

Progress Indicators that are noted in gra¥ do not currently have data associated with them. Data related to these indicators are either incomplete, available for only some
areas/demographic groups of Los Angeles County, or are not currently available.
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1. Newborns with Low, Normal, and Above-Normal Birth Weights, by Geography and Race

Goal A : Children are born with healthy birth weights.

Outcome Area: Good Health

Babies born with low or elevated birth weights (less than 5 pounds 8
ounces, or more than 9 pounds) are at risk for developmental and/or
health-related problems that can impact their early learning and later
school performance. In L.A. County, more than 25,000 babies were
born with low and elevated birth weights in 2000. African American
babies, in particular, are at risk for low birth weights, with a rate almost
twice that of other racial/ethnic groups. SPA 6, with its large African
American population, had the highest rate of low-weight births among
SPAs. Elevated birth weight, which can be a precursor to diabetes and
obesity, occurs at higher rates in American Indian and Pacific Islander
babies. Hispanic and White babies also had higher rates of elevated
birth weights than the County as a whole.

By Race/Ethnicity

Low B.W. Normal B.W. Above Normal B.W.

African American
American Indian
Asian

Hispanic

Pacific Islander
White

L.A. County

I 1 1 1 1
20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percent of Live Births by Birth Weight Classification

=
0%

X

/‘

Los Angeles Caunty.

< oty pamming Counctt
7y i
1

Newborns with Low and Above-Normal Birth Weights
Low BW Percent High BW  Percent

S  African American 1,571 12.0% 868 6.7%
£ American Indian 18 8.4% 27 12.6%
o Asian 999 6.6% 759 5.0%
£ Hispanic 5,478 5.6% 9,887  10.1%
4 Pacific Islander . 3 5.9% 102 18.8%
S White 1,859 6.4% 3438 11.8%
?  LosAngeles County 10,080 6.4% 15,195 8.7%
§ 1 - Antelope Valley 337 7.2% 437 9.4%
< 2 -3an Femando 1,757 5.9% 2,809 9.7%
£ 3:San Gabriel 1,765 6.3% 2.447 8.8%
§ 4 - Metro 1,158 f.3% 1,676 B.6%
o S5-Wesl 458 G.8% GES 2.9%
8 6-South 1,633 7.5% 1,962 9.0%
g 7-East 1,321 5.7% 2515 10.8%
® 8 -South Bay/Harbor 1,610 B.7% 2,650 11.0%
By Service Planning Area
Low B.W. Normlal B.W. Above Normal B.W.
SPA1
SPA 2
SPA3
SPA 4
SPA5
SPA 6
SPA7
SPA8

I I 1 1 ‘ I L
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percent of Live Births by Birth Weight Classification

Source: Los Angeles County Department of Health Services, 2000
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2. Children, 5 and Under, Whose Parents Report that

They Have a Regular Source of Health Care

Goal B : Children receive preventive health care.

Outcome Area: Good Health

Children who have a regular source of health care are more likely to
receive immunizations, well-child visits, and other medical services in a
timely manner, thereby increasing their chances of good health when
they enter school. A regular source of care also provides children with
consistency in the care they receive and helps ensure that their doctor

is aware of changes in their health and development.

By Race/Ethnicity

African American
American Indian
Asian/Pacific Islander .
Data Forthcoming
Hispanic

Pacific Islander

White

L.A. County

1 1 1 1
0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

Estimated Percent of Children 5 Years and Under
Who Have a Regular Source of Health Care

1
100%

x
Y A
* =™ Children's Planning Council
{ ‘ﬂ/ it Mg
¥

Children, 5 and Under, Whose Parents Report
that They Have a Regular Source of Health Care
Estimat

African American
American Indian
Asian/Pacific Islander
Hispanic

Pacific |slander

Y hite

Los Angeles County

B eI I NP INerrrrrNErittn et teaEeeesecsrssenccesosnssese

B

Data Forthcoming

Racial/Ethnic Group

3 - San Gabriel
4 - Metro
5-West
6 - South

Service Planning Area

By Service Planning Area
SPA 1
SPA2
SPA3
SPA 4 Data Forthcoming
SPAS5
SPA6
SPA7

SPAS8

T T T T
0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

Estimated Percent of Children 5 Years and Under
Who Have a Regular Source of Health Care

1
100%

Source: Los Angeles County Health Survey, Department of Health Services, 1999
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3. Children, 5 and Under, Who Have Asthma (who were ever diagnosed with and still have asthma)

. . . Childr
Goal B : Children receive preventive health care. o, & afid Under, Whe: Haws Agtione
Estimate Percent
Outcome Area: Good Health g ancanmerican 10,000 9.9%
& American Indian n.a. n.a.
According to the Environmental Protection Agency, asthma is 2 ﬁzﬁgﬁ? el lsiander zg'ggg ?'g;!f’
increasing most rapidly among preschool-aged children. Children with £ o ;mnder e 3':13,'”
asthma often miss school, experience limitations in physical activity, E White 11.000 5 6:/'
. . . 4 : °
and feel sleepy as a result of nighttime attacks or side effects from @ Los Angeles County 150,000 4.7%
medication. This can impact their learning and development. In L.A.
County, an estimated 50,000 children under the age of 6 have asthma. S 1 - Antelops Vallay n.a, n.a.
African Americans, who account for 20% of these children, have the < 2-San Femnando 11,000 5.3%
highest rate of asthma: one in ten, which is more than double the g 3 - San Gabriel 11,000 5.9%
County rate. While Hispanic children comprise the largest number of € %-lsun 3,000 2.5%
asthmatic children, it is also important to note that they have the lowest a  fizsires 2,000 4.7%
rate, at 3.3%. Geographically, SPAs 3 and 7 have the highest rates of < E : Eg;:h 13'333 g'g::"
m w . | . . . . . 3 i i M ]
asthma, which may be partially attributed to poorer air quality in these @ 8- South Bay/Harbor 7.000 4.3%
areas.
By Race/Ethnicity By Service Planning Area
African American £ 9.9% SPAA1 Mol repaorled due to small sample size.
American Indian | Mot reported due to small sample size SPA 2 _ 5.3%
Asian/Pacific Islander 7.9% ik 3 2l
SPAY 2.5
Hispanic 3.3% —_—
SPAS | E 4.7%
Pacific Islander | Data included with Asian. B
SPAG 2.5%
White B 5.6% =
L.A. County | 4.7% SPA8 | g 4.3%,
1 T T | T ] I T
0% 4% 8% 12% 16% 20% 0% '1-'3{. 8% 1 EI% 1 l;*‘.-'u EEII %
Estimated Percent of Children 5 Years and Under ’/'1 e Estimated Percent of Children 5 Years and Under
Who Have Asthma \Jo/ i Whao Have Asthma

Source: Los Angeles County Health Survey, Department of Health Services, 1999




4. Children, 5 and Under, Who Have Health Insurance

. . 2 Children, 5 and Under, Whao Have Health Insurance
Goal B : Children receive preventive health care.
Estimate Percent
e  African Amsarican
. =
Outcome Area: Good Health 8 American Indian
. . . . . . o Asian/Pacific Islandear
Chlldrer) without health insurance oﬂen experience delays in receiving € Hispanic Data Forthcoming
preventive care and required immunizations as compared to their @ Pacific Islander
insured peers, potentially resulting in long-term health problems. £ White
Research demonstrates that uninsured children are at an elevated risk © Los Angeles County . e
for absenteeism and prolonged i”nesseS, both of which could eecssetsrrtentttrestcssteterstttoreeettttsssstsesseene
negatively impact their school readiness and academic achievement. 8  1-Antelope Valley . *
< 2-San Fernando
2 3-San Gabriel - ..
€  4-Metro Data Forthcoming
o 5-West -
8 ©-Soutn B
£ 7-East e
® 8- South Bay/Harbo
By Race/Ethnicity By Service Planning Area
African American SPA 1
American Indian SPA 2
SPA3
Asian/Pacific Islander . .
Data Forthcoming SPA4 Data Forthcoming
Hispanic
SPAS
Sacific Islander
SPA6
White SPA7
L.A. County SPA 8
T T T T 1 ‘ T T T T —
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 3% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Estimated Percent of Children 5 Years and Under ) i Estimated Percent of Children 5 Years and Under
Who Have Health Insurance (T == Who Have Health Insurance

Source: Los Angeles County Health Survey, Department of Health Services, 1999




5. Child Abuse and Neglect Reports to Department of Children and Family Services

that Result in Emergency Response Services for Children 5 and Under

Child Abuse and Neglect Reports to DCFS that Result In
Goal C : Children are free from abuse and neglect and Emergency Response Services for Children 5 and Under
rive in permanent homes. Rate per
" g Referrals 100 Kids
Outcome Area: Safety and Survival & African American 8,338 10.5
: ) g American Indi 62 29
Children from abusive and neglectful environments may experience S Asian | 1,077 ¥
developmental and behavioral problems that can affect school £ Hispanic 23,806 4.2
performance. In 2002, almost 1 of every 20 children living in the County W - Pacific Islander - na
were referred to DCFS and subsequently received Emergency § White 6,025 3.9
Response services based upon reports of abuse and neglect. A @  LosAngeles County 42617 = 47
diSpl’OpOI’tIOnate numberofthese Chl|dren WereAfrlcanAmencan, 3 o-o-coo.oo0-ooo.I0coo.oc-.oaoc..:o..'o-’:oouoo-acoo--oooo.
accounting for 20% of all referrals. The referral rate for African o 1 - Antelope Vallay 2,429 n.a.
American children, 10.5 per 100, is more than double that of any other <g’ 2 ESZ’L:?:E:S;) 65'.(3*2425 ::
group in the County. Correspondingly, SPA 6 had the largest number of g, ) M"at‘ro : . 572 n'.-;_-
referrals amongst SPAs. Hispanic children also have a higher referral £ g s s a
rate (4.2 per 100) when compared to other groups, and comprised 8 6-South 6914  na
more than half of the referral caseload. Of all groups, Asian children 2 7= East 4995 oy
had the lowest referral rate, 1.4 per 100 children. ® 8- South Bay/Harbor 5,529 n.a.
By Race/Ethnicity By Service Planning Area
American Indian E 29 SPA2
e SPA3
Asian 41 14 Data Forth .
N SPA4 ata Forthcoming
Hispanic E 4.2
SPAS5
Pacific Islander Dala not calculated aEne
White | %i an SPA 7
L.A. County 3 4.7 SPAS8
T T T T ! T T T T -
0 4 8 12 16 20 0 4 8 12 16 20
HJGES Emergenc_:y Responge Services et '\, p—— DCFS Emergency Response Services
(Rate per 100 Chndren Age 5 and Under) g0 e (Rate per 100 Children Age 5 and Un der)

Source: Los Angeles County Department of Children and Family Services; CWS/CMS Data Extract, 2002




Goal E : Communities offer safe places for children to live and play.

6. Children (Ages 1-17) Whose Parents Say They Can Easily

Get to a Park, Playground, or Other Safe Place to Play

Outcome Area: Safety and Survival

Numerous factors can influence a parent's perception of safe,
accessible play areas for their children: neighborhood crime, physical
condition of parks, proximity, and availability of transportation may all
play a role. Lack of accessibility to a safe play area can limit the ability
of children to explore their environment and interact with peers. This, in
turn, can impede the development of important social and emotional
skills that are linked to school success. In L.A. County, approximately 3
of every 4 families said their children could easily get to a safe place to
play. Among Hispanic families, however, the rate was lower: just two-
thirds said their children had a safe place to play. SPAs 4 and 6 had the
lowest proportions of parents who believed their children had safe play
areas (68.4% and 62.9%), while SPA 8 had the highest, at 81.2%.

African American
American Indian
Asian/Pacific Islander
Hispanic

Pacific Islander

White

L.A. County

By Race/Ethnicity
ke i 83.0%
Mot reported due to small sample size
TB.5%

Data included with Aslan.

I T T T 1
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Estimated Percent of Children Whose Parents Say '%
They Can Easily Get to a Safe Place to Play (24

Children Whose Parents Say They Can Easily Get
to a Park, Playground, or Other Safe Place to Play

Estimate Percent

2 Alfrican American 231,000 B3.9%

g American Indian n.a n.a.

© Asian/Pacific Islander 197,000 T8.5%

_E Hispanic 1,024,000 69,19

w Pacific Izlander n.a. r.a.

g Whila 501,000 B7.2%

£  LosAngeles County 1,986,000 T5.95%

§ 1-Antelope Valley 69,000 79.1%

< 2-5an Fernando 374,000 T7.9%

£ 3-8an Gabrial 406,000 B0.4%

§ 4 - Metro 205,000 68.4%

o 5 -West 83,000 T8.4%

] £ - South 231,000 62,9%

E 7-East 319,000 TB. 7%

(2] 8 - South Bay/Harbar 311,000 81.2%

By Service Planning Area

SPA2 T
SPA4 f -m_ B84 ar

SPAS B Ta.45%
SPA6 | 62.9%

SPA7 T8.7%
SPA8 | B1.2%

T T ] I 1
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Estimated Percent of Children Whose Parents Say
They Can Easily Get to a Safe Place to Play

Source: Los Angeles County Health Survey, Department of Health Services, 1999




7. Households, Below 300% of Federal Poverty Level, That Are Food Insecure

Goal F : Families have adequate food.

Outcome Area: Economic Well-Being

Good nutrition is an important part of ensuring that children are ready
for school. Research demonstrates that a nutritious and well-balanced
diet is crucial for appropriate brain and physical development in young
children. Families who experience food insecurity, however, are unable
to consistently provide nutritious food to their children because they
lack the economic resources to do so. In Los Angeles County, 25% of
the families with annual incomes below 300% of the Federal Poverty
Level (less than $51,150 for a family of four) experienced food
insecurity. Nearly 1 of every 3 Hispanic and African American families in
this income category has difficulty accessing nutritious food regularly.
This is in stark contrast to Asian/Pacific Islander families, in which just
1in 14 experienced food insecurity.

By Race/Ethnicity

African American 32.0%

H

American Indian | Mot reporied due to small sample size

Asian/Pacific Islander T 1%

Hispanic m 28.2%

Data included with Asian.

™=

Pacific Islander

White Z{_E 21.2%
L.A. County b g 251%
T T T T 1
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Estimated Percent of Households (Below 300% FPL) A

That Are Food Insecure

Households, Below 300% of FPL, That Are Food Insecure

Estimate Percent
S  African American na. 32.0%
g American Indian n.a. n.a.
o Asian/Pacific Islander n.a. 71%
-§ Hispanic n.a. 29.2%
W Pacific Islander na | na
S White - na. 21.2%
@ Los Angeles County . na 25.1%
g 1= Antelope Valley n.a. .8,
< 2 - 5an Fernando n.a. n.a.
£  3-San Gabrial n.a. n.a.
g 4 - Metro n.a. n.a.
o 5 - Weast n.a. mn.a,
8 6 - South n.a. M.
E 7 - East n.a; m.a.
»n 8 - South Bay/Harhor n.a n.a.
By Service Planning Area

SPA1

SPA2
SPA3
SPA4 Data forthcoming

SPAS5

SPA6

SPA7

SPAS8

I 1 1 1
0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

Estimated Percent of Households (Below 300% FPL)
That Are Food Insecure

1
100%

Source: Los Angeles County Health Survey, Department of Health Services, 1999
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9. Children, 5 and Under, Whose Parents Say It Is Easy to Find Someone

to Talk to When They Need Advice About Raising Their Child

P . Parents of Children, 5 and Under, Who Say It Is Easy to Find Someone
Goal | : Families have supportive networks and are able to to Talk to When They Need Advice About Raising Their Child
find information and assistance. mel
& . . African American 8,000 82.0%
. ell-Bein s :
Outcome Area: Social and Emotional W g § S ndar = o
Parents who are able to obtain child-rearing support from their friends, o Astan/Pacific |slandar 71,000 14.7%
families, and communities are better able to cope with the demands of £ Hispanic 422,’000, 64.6%
parenthood. As a result, the relationships they have with their children = Sfﬁ'tzc Islander — 7080% 8707;
tend to be stronger than those of parents who lack these sources of E LosIAngeIes o RE 71.8°/:
support, In addition, their chidren may be exposed to a greater variety Bl oo o S
of opportunities and experiences that improve their readiness for 5 (AR R —
school. A majority of the pareqts in Los Angeles (?ounty. (72%) believe :;;"’ 2 G e 147,000 o
they can easily obtain the advice they need to raise their chlldl_'en.. 2 EEELTEEE 157 000 7578
However, only 2 of every 3 Hispanic families say they can easily find € 4.Malo 79.000 62.0%
someone to talk to when they have a parenting concern. This statistic is & | 5-West 32,000 73.3%
mirrored in SPA 4, where parents report the greatest challenge in this 8 6-South 103,000 71.5%
regard. Conversely, 9 out of 10 parents in SPA 1 report they can easily £ T-East Hi.ggg 71.0%
. . (D - E [ 'r b -U
obtain parenting advice. & - South Bay/Harbo : 70.2%,
By Race/Ethnicity By Service Planning Area
African American 2 SPA1 | 88.3%
American Indian | Mot reparted due o small sample size, SPA2 75.3%
SPA3 73T%
Asian/Pacific Islander e - 2
Pacific Islander | Data included with Asian. seas | # 71.5%
White ' SPA7 N o
L.A. County 71.8% SPAS ¥ m 0.2
T T T T ] ! ] I T ]
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Estimated Percent of Parents with Children 5 Years and Under Who O '1 e Estimated Percent of Parents with Children 5 Years and Under Who
Say It Is Easy to Find Someone to Talk to for Parenting Advice (Y ot Say It Is Easy to Find Someone to Talk to for Parenting Advice

Source: Los Angeles County Health Survey, Department of Health Services, 1999




10. Parents Who Report that It Is "Very" or "Somewhat" Difficult

to Find the Child Care They Need on a Regular Basis

Parents Who Have Difficulty Finding the Child Care They Need

Goal J : Families have access to quality child care. ;
Estimate Percent

: : . a o African American 36,000 38.5%
Outcome Area: Social and Emotional Well-Being g ST oy gy

. i ° Asian/Pacific Islander 35,000 41.7%
Research has shown that the best predictors of positive outcomes S Hispanic 201 000 55.7%
related to child care are the attachments that children form with caring @ Pacific Islander ] ey
and sensitive child care providers, as well as the positive peer £ White 46,000 25.8%
interactions they experience. Quality child care can greatly impact the €  Los Angeles County 411,000 46.2%

cognitive, language, social, and emotional development of children, teceesscccstecetsteactttesetsscccstrscersscscsseraccons

enabling them to enter school ready to learn. Even so, almost half of § 1-Antelope Valley 13,000 30.8%
L.A. County parents report that it is difficult to find the child care they <ctn 2-SanF ernando 75,000 43.9%
need. Reasons for this may include affordability, quality, accessibility, £ 3 - San Gabriel 4,000 40.8%
and hours of operation. Among racial/ethnic groups, Hispanic parents i ; L"':r‘*““ EB-Uﬂ'g 60.9%
reported the greatest challenges in finding child care and account for & [mpren 18,00 48.6%

o 1l ; S  6-3outh 61,000 53.9%
71% of all parents who reported difficulties in this area. SPA 8 had the T T East S0 SR
lowest proportion of parents reporting difficulties (38%), which contrasts é 8- South Bay/Harbor 51.000 38.0%
sharply with 61% of parents in SPA 4.

By Race/Ethnicity By Service Planning Area

5% SPA1 . Ex
American Indian | Mot reported due to small sample size. SPA2 _'-_m 43.8%

T SPA3 | R o5
Asian/Pacific lslander v MNT% L
5 S
A .

. FA4 | 7 LELE - ]
spas | O <5 6%
Pacific Islander | Data included with Asian. - —

L.A. County :D 46.2% SPAS T 38.0%

" ; : 1 — T T T 1
0% 20% 40% 605 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Adrican American

Estimated Percent of Parents Who Have Difficulty '(' ) oo Estimated Percent of Parents Who Have Difficulty
Finding the Child Care They Meed 75& S Finding the Child Care They Need

Source: Los Angeles County Health Survey, Department of Health Services, 1999
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12. Infants Born Annually to Women, Age 21 or Older, Who Have at Least 12 Years of Education

Percent of Infants Born to Women, Age 21 or Older,

Goal K : Communities encourage educational attainment Who Hive gt Least 12 Years of Edtaation

for families. Pt
Q. 1 il (=}
Outcome Area: Economic Well-Being g Sll'fllfﬂiﬁff : 332;%
Research has shown that mothers with lower education levels read to E Asian 93.0%
: : : ; 3 Hispanic 50.4%
their children less and tell fewer stories than mothers with higher levels £ e e BT
of education. Furthermore, the children of mothers with less than a high = White S5 5o
school education were less likely to have letter recognition and counting é Los Angeles Courty &8 11
skills when 3-5 years of age than children whose mothers had higher
levels of education. In Los Angeles County, two-thirds of all mothers g 1 - Antelope Valley 76.3%
who gave birth in 2000 had completed at least 12 years of education. < 2 - San Fernando 73.7%
Among Hispanic mothers, the proportion was noticeably lower, with just 2 3-San Gabriel | 73.7%
50% having completed 12 years of school or more. The next lowest E 4 - Metro 56.5%
proportion was found in American Indian mothers (80% with at least 12 a 5 -West 90.5::5
years of schooling). Disparities were very apparent across SPAs as g ’_E'rr' E;::h gg-l :;
well, ranging from 48% of mothers in SPA 6 with 12 or more years of 3 8 - South Bay/Harbor -y

education to 91% of mothers in SPA 5.
By Race/Ethnicity By Service Planning Area

T 89.9%  SPAT

=y

African American

American Indian _ 79.6% SPA2 _ 73.7%
sPA3 S
Asian = 83.0% — .
— spas | R s s
Hispanic E 50.4% e
= SPAS
Pacific = SAch

; — = 0 - -
White ‘t Bl SPA7 | T 65.1%
T T T T 1 T T [ I 1
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percent of Infants Born to Women Who Have o Percent of Infants Born to Women Who Have
at Least 12 Years of Education TS B at Least 12 Years of Education
(excludes births where education level is unknown) Yol (excludes births where education level is unknown)

Source: Los Angeles County Department of Health Services, 2000
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14. Children, 5 and Under, Who are Read to Daily by a Family Member

Children, 5 and Under, Who are Read to

Goal L : Families and caregivers interact with children in ways that promote Daily by a Family Member
cognitive, linguistic, social, emotional, and physical development. Estimate  Percent
; : o African American 33,000 33.5%
Outcome Area: Education and Workforce Readiness £ American Indian o fin.
Through reading and story-telling, parents and children interact in ways E gs;::f:; e 1:2'333 3_5{.23}.
that promote the cognitive development and early literacy and verbal ﬁ PR G U P b i ;
skills necessary for entering school. In addition, reading and story- £ Wwhite 95.000 48.6%
telling promote positive parent/child interactions that bolster the social & Los Angeles County 358,000 33.2%

and emotional development of young children. In Los Angeles County,

only one-third of children under 6 years of age benefit from daily 8 1-Antelope Vallgy 11,000 30.2%
reading with a family member. Hispanic children are even less likely to < 2 - San Fermnando 77,000 38.2%
be read to daily; roughly one in four Hispanic children participate in this £ 3 - San Gabriel 67,000 34.4%
activity with family members. Percentages across SPAs are low also, § L 42,000 32.3%
with SPA 5 being the noticeable exception. Even so, fewer than 50% of . g 20‘3:1 e ;2-2?’{:
: : . ; o = 39,000 6%

the children in this SPA are read to daily. 2 7-East 48000 AEGE
® 8- South Bay/Harbor 53,000 32.5%

By Race/Ethnicity By Service Planning Area

!

African American -:l 33.5% SPA 1 ;- 40,900
American Indian | Mot repored due o small sample size, SPA 2 j 38,2%

Asian/Pacific Islander 1 38 6% 33
S — SPA 4
Hispanic :ﬂ 27.6%

SPA5 46.8%

Pacific Islander | Dala included with Asian =
SPA 6 E

' i} A8.6%
L.A. County 1 33.2% sen i . EX
] | T T T == I T T I 1
0% 20%: 40% 605 B0% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Estimated Percent of Children, 5 and Under, R A Y Estimated Percent of Children, 5 and Under,
Who are Read to Daily G2/ o= Who are Read to Daily

Source: Los Angeles County Health Survey, Department of Health Services, 1999




15. Children, 3 and 4 Years Old, Who Have Selected Disabilities

and Are Enrolled in Special Education Programs

Asian/Pacific Islandar

Hizpanic Data Forthcoming
Pacific Islander

Source: California Department of Education, 2002
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School Readiness Indicator Workgroup Membership / Attachment B

School Readiness Indicator Workgroup Members

Nancy Au (Co-Chair), WRAP Family Services
Jacquelyn McCroskey (Co-Chair), USC School of Social Work

Yolie Flores Aguilar, Los Angeles County Children’s Planning Courcil

Sandra Ball-Rokeach, USC Annenberg School of Communication

Rudy Barbee, SPA 6, Unite LA

Maria Casillas, Families in Schools

Elien Deker, SPA 2, Child Care Resource Center

Margaret Dunkle, Health Insurance Reform Project, The George Washington University
Allison Sidle Fuligni, UCLA Center for Improving Child Care Quality

Sandra Guitierrez, Enterprise Foundation

Katherine Hayes, Los Angeles Unified School District

Ed Haynes, Community Capacity Builders, Inc.

Carol Hiestand, SPA 2

Janette Henry, SPA 3, Child Development Center of Mount San Antonio College
Sabrina Holmes, Arcadia Unified School District

Suzan Hubert, Los Angeles County Office of Education — Head Start

Armando Jimenez, First 5 LA

Becki Kilburn, RAND

Michele Kipke, Childrens Hospital Los Angeles

Sandraluz Lara-Cinisomo, RAND

Cynthia Lim, Los Angeles Unified School District

Colleen Mooney, SPA 8, South Bay Center for Counseling

Teresa Nuno, First 5 LA

John E. Oppenheim, Los Angeles County Department of Children and Family Services
Maria Ott, Los Angeles Unified School District

Anne Pebley, UCLA School of Public Health

Gary Puckett, Los Angeles County Department of Mental Health

Carmen N. Schroeder, Los Angeles Unified School District

Jan Shively, SPA 3, Claremont Unified School District Child Development Program
Bea Stotzer, New Economics for Women

Elizabeth Sullivan, Los Angeles County Office of Education

Gina Toledo, Torres Martinez Tribal TANF

Cheryl Wold, Los Angeles County Department of Health Services

Ruth Yoon, Families in Schools



School Readiness Indicator Workgroup Membership  Attachment B (continued)

Technical Advisory Committee Members

Maura Harrington, Lodestar Management and Research Inc.

Elizabeth Harris, E.M.T. Associates

Deborah Montgomery, American Institute for Research

Marge Nichols, United Way of Greater Los Angeles

Terry Ogawa, City of Los Angeles Commission for Children, Youth and Their Families
Rita O’Sullivan, University of North Carolina School of Education

Kathleen Malaske-Samu, County Office of Child Care

Shannon E. Whaley, Public Health Foundation Enterprises - WIC

Project Staff

Sarah Diem, Los Angeles County Children’s Planning Council

Bill Gould, First 5 LA

Maya Harris, First 5 LA

Bryce C. Lowery, Los Angeles County Children’s Planning Council
Becki Nadybal, Los Angeles County Children’s Planning Council
Toni Saenz Yaffe, Project Lead Consultant



Consensus-Building Plan Attachment C

Building Consensus around the School Readiness Indicators
July 2003 to December 2004

The Los Angeles County Children’s Planning Council (CPC)

CPC, through its work with County departments, nonprofit agencies, private institutions,
and community-based organizations, encourages other organizations and sectors,
across Los Angeles County to align their work to reflect a meaningful commitment to the
five outcomes for children and families. As part of this mission, CPC can incorporate
commitment to the countywide indicators of school readiness. As such, CPC will:

o Sponsor symposia to engage additional stakeholders in the discussion around
school readiness, such as the Business Think Tank on School Readiness on
June 6, 2003), the School Readiness Superintendent’s Forum (scheduled for Fall
2003) and a School Readiness Summit for mayors (scheduled for 2004)

o0 Recommend that CPC member organizations adopt the School Readiness
Indicators

o Recommend that County Departments develop program performance measures
aligned with the School Readiness Indicators

o Make improvements to the CPC web site incorporating the School Readiness
Indicators

Service Planning Area (SPA) and American Indian Children’s (AIC) Councils

The SPA and AIC Councils have adopted a particular focus on school readiness and
school success that demonstrates the power of joint, coordinated action and is providing
a vehicle for First 5 LA to engage communities around the subject of school readiness.
As part of their efforts, the councils are currently:

o Convening Community Knowing Circles to determine developmental “milestones”
that community residents and leaders believe are important factors of school
readiness

o Developing frameworks for engaging parents and community members in school
readiness activities

o Mapping existing school-related groups, initiatives, and activities in their

neighborhoods

a Engaging representatives from local school districts in their school readiness
efforts

a Convening conferences on school readiness to affirm their commitment to this
effort

The School Readiness Indicators approved by the Board of Supervisors will be used by
the SPA and AIC councils to better understand factors that affect school readiness in
their communities. This will allow them to target their efforts to ensure the greatest

impact on school readiness countywide.
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First 5 LA

The First 5 LA Commission ratified the Framework in June 2003 and agreed to
incorporate in into its Strategic Plan. Each of the major committees of First 5 LA was
asked to make recommendations on the implementation of the indicators into key
processes, and will:

o Incorporate the School Readiness Indicators into their strategic planning process

o Support activities that address the School Readiness Research Agenda

a Utilize the School Readiness Indicators to guide new initiatives, programmatic
objectives, and grantee reporting

o Orient grantees on the use of indicators

a Support information-sharing as it applies to the School Readiness Indicators

a Support media activities to garner support for school readiness

The City of Los Angeles Commission on Children, Youth and Their Families

The Commission will identify the City-sponsored programs that could or do play key
roles in school readiness or early learning as part of its children's budget process for
2003-04, and include recommendations to the Mayor and City Council about the City’s
role in promoting school readiness. It will also consider the framework and Indicators as
part of its review of the City's existing Child Care policy.

Los Angeles County Office of Education (LACOE)

LACOE will use the School Readiness Indicators in selecting essential elements for
their School Readiness Action Plan and develop an internal plan to organize school
readiness efforts to support collaboration and communication across divisions within
LACOE. In addition, staff will work closely with the Head Start Division to:

o Expand and promote school readiness efforts to prepare young children to enter
school with the fundamental cognitive and social skills necessary to experience
school success

o Explore and design programs that lead to gainful employment and self-suffi-
ciency for Head Start families through programs focusing on education, acquiring
English proficiency, and improving health and life management

o Promote increased achievement for all students with an emphasis on assisting
low-performing schools by providing support services and programs to under-
served children, youth, families, and communities

Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD)

LAUSD adopted a motion on April 22, 2003, in support of LA County’s five outcomes of
child well-being, and has committed to begin to track the conditions of children across
political or administrative boundaries, plan services based on relevant and available
data, and align resource allocations to desired results. In addition, the LAUSD Early

Childhood Education Division will:
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o Convene meetings with early education administrators to share and receive input
regarding the School Readiness Indicators

a Pursue a Board Motion to support and adopt the School Readiness Indicators

o Engage parents through the Parent Leadership Institute in discussions and strat-
egy planning relevant to the School Readiness Indicators

o Adopt an early literacy program which will facilitate school readiness

o Pursue grants that support school readiness for children in communities with low-
performing elementary schools and include the school readiness indicators as an
essential component to the grant proposal

o Continue to network with other LA County school readiness advocates to ensure
continuity and strength of effort

Los Angeles County Policy Roundtable for Child Care

The Los Angeles County Policy Roundtable for Child Care will incorporate the School
Readiness progress indicators—particularly those related to County-wide Goal |, which
states, “Families have access to quality child care.”— into its ongoing work. For the
period of 2003-05, the Roundtable will be addressing issues related to quantifying the
cost of a fully subsidized, high-quality child care system in the County of Los Angeles
that serves infants through school-age children, and researching and recommending a
tiered-certification program for use in the County of Los Angeles that reliably addresses
the variations in child development program quality, communicates the quality of spe-
cific programs to consumers and the public, and assists programs in improving their
services. In fulfilling its deliverables, the Roundtable will promote the School Readiness
Progress Indicators and contribute, where possible, to the High Priority Research

Agenda.

The Los Angeles County Child Care Planning Committee’s Ten-Year Strategic Plan for
Child Development is scheduled to be heard and adopted by the Board of Supervisors
on July 1, 2003. The following goals of the Strategic Plan are aligned with Countywide
Goal | of the School Readiness Indicator Report:

o Ensure that all families in the County of Los Angeles have access to a sufficient
supply of quality early care and education and supervised school-age enrichment

options for children from birth to age 13.
o Ensure that all families have access to quality child care and education and
supervised school age enrichment settings regardless of family income

As the Committee coordinates the implementation of its 10-Year Strategic Plan, it will
also promote the School Readiness Progress Indicators and contribute, where possible,
to the High Priority Research Agenda.

Members of the School Readiness Indicator Workgroup

Members of the School Readiness Indicator Workgroup have agreed to share t_he indi-
cators with their organizations and look for ways to incorporate the indicators into the
work they are currently doing. Specifically, members stated that they would:

C-3
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o Share the indicators with staff, partner agencies, community members, and
others

o Use the indicators to guide the development of research protocols and data
collection and evaluation models

a Incorporate the indicators in curriculum and training modules for early child care
providers and others

a Incorporate the indicators into existing planning and delivery efforts for children
0-5

a Work with current funding streams to incorporate the indicators into their report-
ing systems

o Coordinate with outside agencies (state and federal government) to bolster
understanding and acceptance of indicators for data collection

o Develop presentations and outreach strategies designed to inform community
members, partner agencies, and others about school readiness and the
indicators

a Inform school district staff and administration of the indicators and their relevance
to their work

a Coordinate with other School Readiness Indicator Workgroup members to share
indicators and develop strategies to overcome obstacles that are encountered in
the process



